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Response to Amendment 

This office action is in response to tlie amendnnent filed on April 24, 2009. 

Claims 41 -43 and 48-69 are pending for examination. Claims 41 , 48, 53, 55, 60, 
62, 67 and 68 have been amended; claims 1-40, 44-47 and 70 have been canceled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, publislied under section 122(b), by 
anotlier filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 41-43 and 48-69, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,412,012 issued to Bieganski et al. (hereinafter referred 
as Bieganski). 

Claims 41 , 48, 53, 55, 60, 62 and 67-68: 

Bieganski discloses an information processing system as claimed [e.g.. 
Fig. 1] comprising: 

• a recording unit for recording usage history data and the related 
data recorded in the recording means based on at least two 
filtering data set, wherein, each of the at least two filtering dataset 
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defining a filtering criteria as a computation of a weiglit per eacli 
contents, [e.g., tlie CPU (102, Fig. 1) can coupled to the memory 
system (104, Fig. 1) and the secondary storage (108 of Fig. 1) to 
log history data indicative of usage history of the group of 
contents. Furthermore, the data being stored in the History Set 
(203, Fig. 2) and the customer's behavior data recorded at a 
shopping set as specified at col. 8, lines 7-8, and the Purchased 
Items associated to a particular user's Transaction, and the item 
compatibility rule data sets at (900, Fig. 9), and the 
recommendation sets generated by the engine (600, Fig. 14; col. 
14, lines 31-33), wherein the at least two filtering data set (e.g., 
the units: 303, 305, 306, Fig. 3 and associated texts) are deemed 
to define as filtering criteria as a computation of a weight per each 
contents in the recommendation set (e.g., col. 3, lines 48-58)]; 

• a filtering criteria setting units configured to set the filtering data 
sets based on the history data input by a user (e.g., the 
compatibility filtered and weighted recommendation based on the 
user input preference data and the item compatibility rules at col. 
3, lines 48 -67, Fig. 4A-B and associated texts) 

• a computing unit configured to compute a weight per each of the 
contents based on both the history data and one of the at least 
two filtering data sets set by the filtering criteria setting unit [e.g.. 
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the compatibility modifier (200, Fig. 2) of tlie collaborative filtering 
system will accept a stored number of checkout (or the number of 
times each item was purchased as shown by Fig. 9) per each of 
the contents from the history data on a filtering rule specified by a 
marketer or customer or the processing of recommendation 
engine itself (col. 9, lines 63-49) and other filtering criteria form the 
units such as 201 , 202, 203, 204 of Fig. 2 to compute a weight 
related to the number of checkout (the steps 752-756, Fig. 7A)], 
wherein the filtering criteria of the at least two filtering data sets 
were entered by a user operation the information processor [e.g., 
the collaborative filtering systems at col. 6, lines 4-6, Fig. 2 and 
associated texts]; 

• a selecting unit for selecting a content from the group of contents 
based on weight computed by the computing means and to create 
at least two filtering packages which are different combinations of 
the contents from the group of contents, each of the at least two 
filtering package represents a list of content identification 
information identifying the content selected [e.g., the user 
interface adapter coupled to the Input Device (114, 118, Fig 1 ) 
can be used to select the modified recommendation set based on 
weight computed by the compatibility modifier, since users of the 
system are different, their preferences (or selections) from the 
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group of contents in eacli of customized pacl<ages based on 
weiglit will be different, wherein these packages can be identified 
by a set of customer-item pairs or in form of a 3-tuples (i.e., 
customer identifier, item identifier, and preference value) at col. 2, 
lines 4 - 25 or by the complement set identification at 409, Fig. 4B 
and associated texts]; 

• a displaying unit configured to display the group of contents and 
the at least two filtering packages representing the list including 
the combinations of contents [e.g., the Display Adapter (1 1 2, Fig. 

I ) coupled to the Display Device (1 16, Fig. 1 ) can display a list of 
recommended books selected by the book reviewers (col. 7, lines 
46-64) or display compatibility modifier recommendations at col. 
17, lines 48 -58 or using the web browser/server as shown in Fig. 

II] ; and 

• a reproducing unit configured to reproduce the content included in 
a filtering package read from the recording unit if the user selects 
the content in the list of the filtering package [e.g., the processing 
of compatibility-aware recommendation engines 1110 and 1212 at 
col. 1 8, lines 33 - col. 1 9, lines 43, Fig. 1 1 - 1 2 and associated 
texts]. 



As to claims 42, 49, 51-52, 54, 56, 58-59, 61 , 63, and 65-66: 
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Except all the features recited in claims 41, 48, 53, 55, 60, and 62, Bieganski 
further disclose that the computing unit computes per each of the contents a weight 
about a period for which the content has been checked out or for the genre of the 
content or for playing time of the content [e.g.. Fig. 9 and associated texts]. 

As to claim 69, except the limitations recited in claim 1 , Bieganski further 
discloses that the recording unit is configured to change the filtering data in the filtering 
file to values input by the user [e.g., Bieganski: the use of I/O adaptor 106, Fig. 1 and 
associated texts]. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments based on newly amended limitations with respect to 
claims 41-43 and 48-69 have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

The examiner disagrees with applicant's arguments that Bieganski failed to 
disclose the claimed selection unit and reproducing unit. 

In response to applicant's arguments the examiner directs applicant's attention to 
the following depicts and Figures disclosed by Bieganski: 

For example, Bieganski clearly cited a user interface adapter (106, Fig. 1) 
coupled to the Input Device (114, 118, Fig 1) which can be used to select the modified 
recommendation set based on weight computed by the compatibility modifier, since 
users of the system are different, their preferences (or selections) from the group of 
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contents in eacli of customized pacl<ages based on weiglit will be different, wherein 
these packages can be identified by a set of customer-item pairs or in form of a 3-tuples 
(i.e., customer identifier, item identifier, and preference value) at col. 2, lines 4 - 25 or 
by the complement set identification at 409, Fig. 4B and associated texts. Thus, the 
user interface adapted coupled to the input device with the selection utilities read on the 
claimed selection unit by applicant. 

Further, Bieganski clearly disclosed the claimed reproducing unit with the 
function as claimed. For example, Bieganski clearly depicts the processing of 
compatibility-aware recommendation engines such as the units: 1110 and 1212 at col. 
18, lines 33 - col. 19, lines 43 that perform the claimed functions to reproduce the 
content included in a filtering package read from the recording unit if the user selects 
the content in the list of the filtering package [please also refer to Fig. 11 - 1 2 and 
associated texts]. Thereby, as set forth above, in contrary to applicant arguments, 
Bieganski fully anticipated the claimed limitations. 

Because applicant either argued based on newly amended features that are 
moot on the new ground rejections or fail to clearly distinguish the patentable novelty 
which he or she thinks the claims present in view of the state of the art disclosed by the 
references cited or the objections made. Further, they do not show how the 
amendments avoid such references or objections. The examiner concludes that the 
prior art read on the claimed features. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendnnent necessitated tlie new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

/Susan Y Chen/ 
Partial Sig. Examiner 
Art Unit 2161 

July 16, 2009 



/Apu M Mofiz/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2161 



